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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . Claims 1-22 are pending in tliis application. Claims 1-22 are amended as 
filed on 2 February 2005. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, macliine, manufacture, or 
composition of matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent 
therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 1-14 and 20-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the 
claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

4. With respect to Claims 1-14 and 22, they are directed to a system but lack 
the necessary physical articles or objects to constitute a machine or manufacture 
within the meaning of 35 USC 1 01 . They are not a series of steps or acts to be a 
process nor are they a combination of chemical compounds to be a composition 
of matter. As such they fail to fall within a statutory category. 

5. With respect to Claims 20-21 they are directed to a computer program 
product, which is defined in the instant specification to include: "Further, program 
signal 980 can also embody CPP 100" (pg 10, lines 13-14) and therefore the 
claims are directed towards carrier waves or signals. As such, the claim is 
directed to a form of energy. Energy is not one of the four categories of invention 
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and therefor the Claim is not statutory. Energy is not a series of steps or acts 
and thus is not a process. Energy is not a physical article or object and as such 
is not a machine or manufacture. Energy is not a combination of substances and 
therefore not a composition of matter. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claim 22 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chowdry et al. (US 2003/0167315 A1). 

8. With respect to Claim 22, Chowdry disclosed: "A computer system for 
handling incremental data ([0234], lines 1-5, specifically individually refreshing 
portlets and Fig 3, where there are multiple portlets on a page), comprising: 

a client-controller generating a modification-request ([0245], lines 1-4, 
where the user, or client, initiates the refresh manually); 

a server-controller modifying a model of an application component on a 
server as a response to the modification-request ([0243], lines 1-3); 
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a server-renderer generating at least one browser-increment after tlie 
model has been modified ([0222], lines 1-8, where the cache server overwrites 
the original model with an updated model); and 

a client-assembler receiving the at least one browser-increment from the server 
([0243], lines 1-3 and Fig. 3, where each portlet can be updated independently) 
and updating an instance of a browser component at the client with the at least 
one browser-increment, wherein the browser component corresponds to the 
application component ([0243], lines 1-4 and Fig. 3, where an updating a portlet 
monitoring the stock market, see Fig 3 'Market Chart' portlet with corresponding 
'Update' button in the title bar, will produce a modified portlet based on changes 
in the stock market)". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

10. Claims 1,4-11, 14-16 and 20-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Chowdry in view of Kloba et al. (US 2001/0047394 
A1). 
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1 1 . With respect to claim 1 , Chowdry disclosed: "A computer system for 
handling incremental data ([0234], lines 1-5, specifically individually refreshing 
portlets and Fig 3, where there are multiple portlets on a page), comprising: 

a server-controller for receiving a modification-request from a client 
([0245], lines 1-4, where the user, or client, initiates the refresh manually) to 
modify an original model of an application component that is stored on the server 
into a modified model of the application component ([0243], lines 1-3); 

a server-renderer for generating at least one browser-increment that 
corresponds to a difference between the original model and the modified model 
([0222], lines 1-8, where the cache server overwrites the original model with an 
updated model); 

a client-assembler for receiving the at least one browser-increment from 
the server ([0243], lines 1-3 and Fig. 3, where each portlet can be updated 
independently) and updating at the client an original component of a browser 
component with the at least one browser-increment resulting in a modified 
component that corresponds to the modified model, wherein the original 
component corresponds to the original model ([0243], lines 1-4 and Fig. 3, where 
an updating a portlet monitoring the stock market, see Fig 3 'Market Chart' portlet 
with corresponding 'Update' button in the title bar, will produce a modified portlet 
based on changes in the stock market); and 

a client-controller for generating the modification-request ([0245], lines 1- 
4, specifically the update button which, when pressed, allows the user to initiate 
the refresh process)". 
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Chowdry did not explicitly state: "document object model (DOM) 
component". 

However, Kloba disclosed: "document object model (DOM) component 
([0171], lines 1-4)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
teachings pertaining to display of web pages or parts of web pages, portlets, in a 
portal or main web page. Kloba is directed to displaying an HTML document that 
conforms to the limitations of a viewer's browser. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry with the 
teachings of Kloba to include support for document object models. Motivation to 
combine these references comes from Kloba, where: "the client 108 is designed 
to support the additional Internet document standards: .... and the W3C DOM 
([0171], lines 1-4)". Therefore, by combining the references one can use the 
Internet standard W3C DOM, using a standard ensures predictable behaviors 
across many different devices and platforms that may implement the invention. 

1 2. With respect to Claim 1 0, Chowdry disclosed: "A server for handling 
incremental data ([0234], lines 1-5, specifically individually refreshing portlets and 
Fig 3, where there are multiple portlets on a page), comprising: 
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a server-controller for receiving a modification -request from a client- 
controller of a client in a computer system ([0245], lines 1-4, where the user, or 
client, initiates the refresh manually) to modify an original model of an application 
component that is stored on the server into a modified model of the application 
component ([0243], lines 1-3); and 

a server-renderer for generating at least one browser-increment that 
corresponds to a difference between the original model and the modified model 
([0222], lines 1-8, where the cache server overwrites the original model with an 
updated model); 

the at least one browser-increment made to be sent to a client-assembler 
of the client for updating an original component that corresponds to the original 
model with the at least one browser-increment, resulting in a modified component 
that corresponds to the modified model ([0243], lines 1-4 and Fig. 3, where an 
updating a portlet monitoring the stock market, see Fig 3 'Market Chart' portlet 
with corresponding 'Update' button in the title bar, will produce a modified portlet 
based on changes in the stock market)". 

Chowdry did not explicitly state: "document object model (DOM) 
component". 

However, Kloba disclosed: "document object model (DOM) component 
([0171], lines 1-4)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
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teachings pertaining to display of web pages or parts of web pages, portlets, in a 
portal or main web page. Kloba is directed to displaying an HTML document that 
conforms to the limitations of a viewer's browser. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry with the 
teachings of Kloba to include support for document object models. Motivation to 
combine these references comes from Kloba, where: "the client 108 is designed 
to support the additional Internet document standards: .... and the W3C DOM 
([0171], lines 1-4)". Therefore, by combining the references one can use the 
Internet standard W3C DOM, using a standard ensures predictable behaviors 
across many different devices and platforms that may implement the invention. 

1 3. With respect to Claim 1 1 , Chowdry disclosed: "A client for handling 
incremental data ([0234], lines 1-5, specifically individually refreshing portlets and 
Fig 3, where there are multiple portlets on a page), comprising: 

a client-controller sending a modification-request to a server-controller of a 
server in a computer system ([0245], lines 1-4, where the user, or client, initiates 
the refresh manually); and 

a client-assembler receiving at least one browser-increment from the 
server ([0243], lines 1-3 and Fig. 3, where each portlet can be updated 
independently) and updating an original component that corresponds to an 
original model of an application component with the at least one browser- 
increment, resulting in a modified component that corresponds to a modified 
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model of the application component ([0243], lines 1-4 and Fig. 3, where an 
updating a portlet monitoring the stock market, see Fig 3 'Market Chart' portlet 
with corresponding 'Update' button in the title bar, will produce a modified portlet 
based on changes in the stock market), 

wherein the server-controller modifies the original model being stored on 
the server into the modified model ([0222], lines 1-8, where the cache server 
overwrites the original model with an updated model), and a server-renderer of 
the server generates the at least one browser-increment that corresponds to a 
difference between the original model and the modified model ([0244], lines 1-9)". 

Chowdry did not explicitly state: "document object model (DOM) 
component". 

However, Kloba disclosed: "document object model (DOM) component 
([0171], lines 1-4)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
teachings pertaining to display of web pages or parts of web pages, portlets, in a 
portal or main web page. Kloba is directed to displaying an HTML document that 
conforms to the limitations of a viewer's browser. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry with the 
teachings of Kloba to include support for document object models. Motivation to 
combine these references comes from Kloba, where: "the client 108 is designed 
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to support the additional Internet document standards: .... and the W3C DOM 
([0171], lines 1-4)". Therefore, by combining the references one can use the 
Internet standard W3C DOM, using a standard ensures predictable behaviors 
across many different devices and platforms that may implement the invention. 

14. With respect to Claim 15, Ghowdry disclosed: "A method for handling 
incremental data on a server ([0234], lines 1-5, specifically individually refreshing 
portlets and Fig 3, where there are multiple portlets on a page), comprising: 

receiving by a server-controller a modification-request from a client- 
controller belonging to a client of a computer system ([0245], lines 1-4, where the 
user, or client, initiates the refresh manually) to modify an original model of an 
application component that is stored on the server into a modified model of the 
application component ([0243], lines 1-3); 

generating by a server-renderer at least one browser-increment that 
corresponds to a difference between the original model and the modified model 
([0222], lines 1-8, where the cache server overwrites the original model with an 
updated model); and 

sending the at least one browser-increment to a client-assembler of the 
client for updating on the client an original component that corresponds to the 
original model with the at least one browser-increment, resulting in a modified 
component that corresponds to the modified model ([0243], lines 1-4 and Fig. 3, 
where an updating a portlet monitoring the stock market, see Fig 3 'Market Chart' 
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portlet with corresponding 'Update' button in the title bar, will produce a modified 
portlet based on changes in the stock market)". 

Chowdry did not explicitly state: "document object model (DOM) 

component". 

However, Kloba disclosed: "document object model (DOM) component 
([0171], lines 1-4)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
teachings pertaining to display of web pages or parts of web pages, portlets, in a 
portal or main web page. Kloba is directed to displaying an HTML document that 
conforms to the limitations of a viewer's browser. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry with the 
teachings of Kloba to include support for document object models. Motivation to 
combine these references comes from Kloba, where: "the client 108 is designed 
to support the additional Internet document standards: .... and the W3C DOM 
([0171], lines 1-4)". Therefore, by combining the references one can use the 
Internet standard W3C DOM, using a standard ensures predictable behaviors 
across many different devices and platforms that may implement the invention. 

15. With respect to Claim 16, Chowdry disclosed: "A method for handling 
incremental data on a client ([0234], lines 1-5, specifically individually refreshing 
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portlets and Fig 3, where there are multiple portlets on a page) comprising the 

steps: 

sending from a client-controller a modification-request to a server- 
controller of a server of a computer system ([0245], lines 1-4, where the user, or 
client, initiates the refresh manually); and 

receiving by a client-assembler at least one browser-increment from the 
server as a response to the modification request ([0243], lines 1-3 and Fig. 3, 
where each portlet can be updated independently); and 

updating an original component that corresponds to an original model of 
an application component with the at least one browser-increment, resulting in a 
modified component that corresponds to a modified model of the application 
component ([0243], lines 1-4 and Fig. 3, where an updating a portlet monitoring 
the stock market, see Fig 3 'Market Chart' portlet with corresponding 'Update' 
button in the title bar, will produce a modified portlet based on changes in the 
stock market), wherein the server-controller modifies the original model being 
stored on the server into the modified model ([0243], lines 1-3), and a server- 
renderer of the server generates the at least one browser-increment that 
corresponds to a difference between the original model and the modified model 
([0222], lines 1-8, where the cache server overwrites the original model with an 
updated model)". 

Chowdry did not explicitly state: "document object model (DOM) 
component". 
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However, Kloba disclosed: "document object model (DOM) component 
([0171], lines 1-4)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
teachings pertaining to display of web pages or parts of web pages, portlets, in a 
portal or main web page. Kloba is directed to displaying an HTML document that 
conforms to the limitations of a viewer's browser. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry with the 
teachings of Kloba to include support for document object models. Motivation to 
combine these references comes from Kloba, where: "the client 108 is designed 
to support the additional Internet document standards: .... and the W3C DOM 
([0171], lines 1-4)". Therefore, by combining the references one can use the 
Internet standard W3C DOM, using a standard ensures predictable behaviors 
across many different devices and platforms that may implement the invention. 

16. With respect to Claims 4 and 14, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba 
disclosed: "wherein the client-controller instructs the client-assembler to reset the 
original or modified DOM component upon receiving a reset-request (Chowdry, 
[0225], lines 1-17, and Fig 7, where a user can recreate a portlet)". 

1 7. With respect to Claim 5, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba disclosed: 
"The computer system according to claim 1 , wherein the original model and the 
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modified model are defined by a component class selected from a group 
consisting of a Java class, a Java Server Pages class (Chowdry, [0241], lines 7- 
1 1 , where a java server page is responsible for enabling the invention), a servlet 
class, a Pascal class, a C class, a C++ class, and a Business Server Pages 
class". 

1 8. With respect to Claim 6, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba disclosed: 
"The computer system according to claim 1 , wherein the browser component is 
defined by a component script class selected from a group consisting of a 
JavaScript class (Chowdry, [0100], lines 1-5), a JavaApplets class and a 
VisualBasic Script class". 

1 9. With respect to Claim 7, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba disclosed: 
"The computer system of claim 5, wherein the component class implements at 
least a portion of the server-controller and the server-renderer (Chowdry, [0241] 
and [0242], where a user requests to move a portlet from one location to another 
by dragging, and this request is reflected in the portal using java server pages)". 

20. With respect to Claim 8, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba disclosed: 
"The computer system of claim 6, wherein the component script class 
implements at least a portion of the client-controller and the client-assembler 
(Chowdry, [0121], lines 4-8, where a portlet can be implemented using 
javascript)". 
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21 . With respect to Claim 9, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba disclosed: 
"The computer system of claim 6, wherein the component script class and a 
component class have identical hierarchies (Kloba, [0171], lines 1-4, where DOM 
defines an hierarchy of objects that will be uniform across the component script 
class and component class)". 

The motivation to combine is the same as that indicated above in claim 1 . 

22. With respect to Claim 20, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba 
disclosed: "A computer program product comprising instructions (Chowdry, 
[0006], lines 1 -3) that, when loaded into a memory of a server, cause at least one 
processor of the server to execute the method of claim 1 5 (Chowdry, Abstract, 
lines 15-16)". 

23. With respect to Claim 21 , the combination of Chowdry and Kloba 
disclosed: "A computer program product comprising instructions (Chowdry, 
[0006], lines 1-3) that, when loaded into a memory of a client, cause at least one 
processor of the server client to execute the method of claim 16 (Chowdry, 
Abstract, lines 15-16)". 

24. Claims 2-3, 12-13 and 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Chowdry and Kloba in view of Laane 
(2003/0066031 A1). 
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25. With respect to Claims 2 and 12, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba 
did not explicitly state: "wherein the client-controller stores the at least one 
browser-increment in a cache-memory of the client and instructs the client- 
assembler to deactivate the at least one browser-increment upon receiving a 
deactlvation-request". 

However, Laane disclosed: "wherein the client-controller stores the at 
least one browser-increment in a cache-memory of the client ([0004], lines 1-5) 
and instructs the client-assembler to deactivate the at least one browser- 
increment upon receiving a deactlvation-request ([0004], lines 12-14, the browser 
increment being deactivated by returning to a previously loaded page)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
teachings pertaining to browsing and updating web pages or portlets, in a portal 
or main web page using frames. Laane is directed to a method for providing 
correct Back and Forward navigation for web pages with frames. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry and Kloba with 
the teachings of Laane to include support for storing the browser increment in 
cache and deactivates the browser increment upon a deactivation request. 
Motivation to combine these comes from Laane, where: "If a particular desired 
page is already stored in the local memory, then the stored page can be quickly 
retrived and displayed by the browser. Otherwise, the desired page would need 
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to be retrieved again from the web server and displayed" (Laane, [0004], lines 
12-16). Therefore by combining the references, one can quickly retrieve the 
previously viewed page and need not request it again from the server. 

26. With respect to Claims 3 and 1 3, the combination of Chowdry, Kloba and 
Laane disclosed: "wherein the client-controller retrieves the at least one browser- 
increment from the cache-memory (Laane, [0004], lines 1-5) and instructs the 
client-assembler to reactivate the at least one browser-increment upon receiving 
a reactivation-request (Laane, [0004], lines 12-14)". 

The motivation to combine is the same as that indicated above in claims 2 
and 12. 

27. With respect to Claim 1 7, the combination of Chowdry and Kloba did not 
explicitly state: "The method of claim 16, further comprising: storing the at least 
one browser-increment in a cache-memory of the client". 

However, Laane disclosed: "The method of claim 16, further comprising: 
storing the at least one browser-increment in a cache-memory of the client 
([0004], lines 1-5)". 

One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention would be 
motivated to combine the references because the system of Chowdry disclosed 
teachings pertaining to browsing and updating web pages or portlets, in a portal 
or main web page using frames. Laane is directed to a method for providing 
correct Back and Forward navigation for web pages with frames. 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the portal system of Chowdry and Kloba with 
the teachings of Laane to include support for storing the browser increment in 
cache and deactivates the browser increment upon a deactivation request. 
Motivation to combine these comes from Laane, where: "If a particular desired 
page is already stored in the local memory, then the stored page can be quickly 
retrived and displayed by the browser. Otherwise, the desired page would need 
to be retrieved again from the web server and displayed" (Laane, [0004], lines 
12-16). Therefore by combining the references, one can quickly retrieve the 
previously viewed page and need not request it again from the server. 

28. With respect to Claim 18, the combination of Chowdry, Kloba and Laane 
disclosed: "The method of claim 17, further comprising deactivating the browser- 
increment upon the client-controller receiving a deactivation-request (Laane, 
[0004], lines 12-14, the browser increment being deactivated by returning to a 
previously loaded page)". 

The motivation to combine is the same as that indicated above in claim 

17. 

29. With respect to Claim 19, the combination of Chowdry, Kloba and Laane 
disclosed: "The method of claim 18, further comprising: retrieving the at least one 
browser-increment from the cache-memory (Laane, [0004], lines 1-5); and 
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reactivating tlie at least one browser-increment upon receiving a reactivation- 
request (Laane, [0004], lines 12-14)". 

The motivation to combine is the same as that indicated above in claim 

17. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to MATTHEW S. LINDSEY whose telephone 
number is (571 )270-381 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 
7-5, Fridays 7-12. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MSL 

6/14/2009 

/Hassan Phillips/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2451 



